
December 13, 2010 
 
 
MEMORANDUM 
 
TO: Legislative Education Study Committee 
 
FR: Adan Delval, LESC Intern 
 
RE: STUDY AUTISM & SCHOOL SERVICES (SJM 25a):  LESC UPDATE FROM 

NOVEMBER 2010 INTERIM PED REPORT 

 
 
In November, the Public Education Department (PED) provided a report to the Legislative 
Education Study Committee (LESC) outlining a series of recommendations (see background) 
based on the work of the department in response to SJM 25a, Study Autism & School Services 
(see Attachment 1). 
 
The joint memorial, which was passed during the 2010 regular legislative session, requested 
PED to: 
 

 conduct a study to determine how to provide best practice services to all children with 
autism in public schools through the use of highly qualified New Mexico autism 
specialists in the development and implementation of the individualized education 
plans (IEPs) of all students with an autism spectrum disorder (ASD) statewide; and 

 
 develop a written plan showing steps on how PED will work actively, collaboratively, 

and cooperatively with other state agencies groups and stakeholders, including, but not 
limited to, the Department of Health, the Human Service Department, the Children, 
Youth and Families Department, the Autism Task Force, the New Mexico 
Developmental Disabilities Planning Council, the Behavioral Health Planning Council 
of New Mexico, the New Mexico Autism Society, the New Mexico State University 
Southern New Mexico Autism Project, and the Autism Programs at the University of 
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New Mexico Center for Development and Disability, to develop and implement 
appropriate systems of care for all students with ASD; 

 
During the committee discussion at the November meeting, representatives from the 
New Mexico Autism Society (NMAS) reported that while the joint memorial requested PED 
to work actively and collaboratively with specific stakeholders in the development of 
appropriate systems of care for all students with ASD, many of the stakeholders were not 
included in the study.  The NMAS representatives also stated that PED conducted a survey as 
part of their activities to address the joint memorial; however, the department did not allow 
sufficient time for survey responses. 
 
At the conclusion of committee discussion, the Chair requested PED staff to contact the 
stakeholders outlined in the joint memorial to review the work and recommendations of the 
department relating to SJM 25 and to provide a follow up report to the committee at its 
December meeting. 
 
In response to the chair’s request, the Secretary of Public Education on December 6, 2010 
provided a memorandum indicating that PED staff conducted a meeting with various 
stakeholders to review the recommendations of the SJM 25 study and outlining items agreed to 
by the stakeholders by consensus (see pink colored attachment). 
 
This staff report also includes two other colored attachments: 
 

(1) in salmon:  a November 22, 2010 letter to LESC and PED from Pegasus, a private 
nonprofit agency that provides civil legal services to children, youth, and their 
caregivers, regarding SJM 25 and services for autistic students; and 

(2) in gold:  a copy of the survey conducted by PED with regard to SJM 25.  A copy of the 
survey was requested by a committee member during the November interim meeting 
discussion of the joint memorial. 

 
Background 
 
During the November 2010 LESC interim meeting, PED staff reported that the Senate Joint 
Memorial study resulted in recommendations that: 
 

 each district should develop an ASD team who is provided with foundation training in 
evaluation and intervention strategies in autism; 

 
 the team should have at least one staff member who is knowledgeable in the area of 

autism; 
 

 team members should maintain high levels of competence by completing continuing 
education; and 

 
 the role of the team is: 

 
 to offer support for the student through the development of research and evidenced-

based evaluation, intervention, data collection, problem clarification, and needs 
assessment; 
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 to assist in evaluating outcomes, developing a training plan; and 
 to assist in sustaining the student IEP, for example, by providing all school staff 

with basic training on autism on a list of topics; 
 

 training such as that provided by the University of New Mexico Center for 
Development and Disabilities (CDD), the Southern New Mexico Autism Program 
(SNAP), and PED Technical Assistance consultation and team development should be 
aligned as much as possible, so participants are learning and developing a core skill set 
and receiving a foundation for certification; 

 
 the focus of student intervention should be on communication, social, and cognitive 

levels while addressing academic life and skill needs; 
 

 although research suggests 25 hours per week of intensive instruction, the amount of 
educational services provided should be determined by the student’s IEP team which 
may be more or less than 25 hours per week, or none at all.  The IEP team should 
consider cognitive functioning, age, ability, learning traits, communication, social 
skills, ability to generalize skills, and the student’s functional behavior; 

 
 research and training on the multicultural aspects of student who have autism should be 

a strong consideration for best practice, in order to: 
 

 ensure that all children’s educational needs are met with respect to their cultural 
background; and 

 assist in offering respectful support to the families of children who have autism. 
 

 to overcome the lack of organization among the many agencies providing services, one 
of the following is recommended: 

 
 one entity be designated to serve as a central clearinghouse for statewide services 

for individuals who have ASD, to include SNAP, CDD, and other statewide 
providers and programs; or 

 a manual be developed, published and regularly updated that includes statewide 
programs, services, who provides the service, location and contact information, and 
guidelines for people on use of the manual; 

 
 highly specific training for teachers and administrators, and implementation of 

appropriate researched-based interventions and preparation for transition needs to 
occur as soon as possible; 

 
 best practices should adopt or mirror a specific program that is research and evidence-

based and already being implemented, such as the model being implemented in 
Lovington Municipal Schools; and 

 
 an evaluation component should be developed for school evaluators to use for both 

medical evaluations that accompany a student and district evaluations. 



ATTACHMENT 1























Senate Joint Memorial 25a (SJM 25) 

Tracking Number: 180456.1 

Autism Study and School Services 

Survey to Stakeholders 

September 13, 2010 

 

Please answer the following questions and/or respond to statements regarding 
your experience as a stakeholder parent, family member, and or professional 
working with a child who has a diagnosis of autism.  It would also be extremely 
beneficial to offer suggestions and recommendations, and any information you 
believe relevant to the study. 
 
Name: 
 
Location: 
 
Role: (i.e. parent, teacher, agency member, student) 
 
Do you believe that all children with a diagnosis of autism should receive 25 
hours per week of education with the support of ancillary service provision from 
school professionals who have training in the autism?  Why or Why not? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Do you believe school professionals who work with children who have autism 
should receive specialized training on autism? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Would a student with a diagnosis of autism benefit from a support team who has 
specialized training in autism and appropriate interventions in the educational  
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setting?  This could include but not limited to Speech Therapist, Occupational 
Therapist, Educational Diagnostician, Teacher, and Psychologist. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
In your experience are there significant differences in service provision in the 
academic setting when considering grade levels?  For example, are services 
better in elementary schools when compared to middle schools or high schools? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Do you believe there is adequate support for this population when considering a 
transition from high school after graduation? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
What is the most positive area or most success you have observed in public 
education regarding students with a diagnosis of autism? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
How can school districts work with outside agencies and practitioners in 
collaboration to assist in determining the best practice for students in school? 
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The Child Find program does a good job at identifying children with special 
needs.  
 Yes____No____ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Pre K programs are offering good support for children with autism.  
Yes___No___ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Schools are doing a good job working with parents and families. 
Yes___No___ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Additional comments: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you very much for your contribution to this study. 
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